2 707

® Z&’m%{ / /75 /?)

SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspections: July 18, 1995

Case Serial No.: UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine

_Project Description:_Cyanide Heap Leach (Non-operational Status)

Legal Description:_T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)

District and Resource Area: Richfield/HRRA

Inspectors: Rody Cox, Bill Wagner, Ed Bush, Kimmel King, Doug
Taylor, Scott Hopkins, Hartshorn and Don Gavin

On March 10, 1995, a notice of noncompliance (NON) was sent to
Jumbo Mining Company (Jumbo). The notice cited drums of
abandoned or discarded chemical products, which appeared
improperly stored, labeled, marked, packaged or disposed of on
the mine site; full drums of sodium cyanide in an open air
position located on the solution ponds liner, near the edge of
the barren pond; various discarded lead acid batteries and tires
located on the mine waste dump; chemical and petroleum product
releases; transformers that may contain PCB’s; and several fuel
and oil storage tanks that appeared to be leaking.

All of the infractions have been effectively remediated with the
exception of sampling chemical and hydrocarbon stained soil.

This inspection was conducted during the sampling of these soil
stains. Dave Hartshorn took the samples for Jumbo and the BLM
selected some split samples (These are indicated by an asterisk
*). Sampling was done as outlined in Jumbo’s sample plan, this
plan had been reviewed by the BLM and by the Utah Division of
Solid and Hazardous Waste. Sample sites were previously selected
and staked by the BLM, these are shown on the attached map. A
brief description of the samples is given below:

DM-S-1: White powder from the cyanide/lime mixing tank (assayed
for cyanide).

DM-S-1A: White powder from the lime storage tank (assayed for
cyanide).

DM-S-1B: Composite sample from the cyanide/lime conveyance ditch
(assayed for cyanide).

DM-5-2A: * Cement stored in a used cyanide barrel (assayed for
cyanide and pH).

DM-S-=2B: * Cement stored in a used cyanide barrel (assayed for
cyanide and pH).
DM-S-3: Composite hydrocarbon stained soil (assayed for heavy

. metals chlorinated solvents and BTEX constituents).
DM-S-4: Composite sample from battery storage area (assayed for
pH and lead).



DM-S-5E: * Soil from the bottom of the east side of a disposal
trench containing trash and empty cyanide barrels
(assayed for cyanide).

DM-S-5W: * Soil from the bottom of the west side of a disposal
trench containing trash and empty cyanide barrels
(assayed for cyanide).

DM-S-6: * Soil from the bottom of a disposal pit containing
trash and empty cyanide barrels (assayed for cyanide).

DM-8-7: * White powder spill near the west side of the disposal

] trench (assayed for cyanide and pH).

DM-S-8: Composite hydrocarbon stained soil (assayed for heavy
metals chlorinated solvents and BTEX constituents).

DM-S-9: * White powder, calcium chloride, stored in a used

cyanide barrel (assayed for cyanide).

Analytical results for BLM’s split samples from American West
Analytical Laboratories show all of the samples are at or below
the detection limits and pH’s within a reasonable tolerance.

Results from the company’s samples were received by this office
on October 13, 1995. Copies were sent to Bill Wagner, BLM S.O.,
D. Wayne Hedberg, UDOGM and Doug Taylor, UDEQ/DSHW to assist with
the interpretation of the results. Doug Taylor called me on
November 30, 1995 and suggested we require Jumbo to run a Toxic
Characteristic Leaching Procedure on sample DM-S-4, which gave a
value for lead of 140 ppm at a pH of 2.3. He also suggested we
require Jumbo to run a Reactivity Test for sample DM-S-1A. A
letter will be sent to the company requiring them to comply with

these suggestions.
6\@&%@ -1 - 8%

Signatyre\ of Inspector

Signature of Authorized Officer



SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspections: May 24, 1995

June 1, 1995

Case Serial No.: UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine
Project Description:_Cyanide Heap Leach (Non-operational Status)

.Legal Description:_T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)

District and Resource Area: Richfield/HRRA

Inspectors: Rody Cox, Doug Koza, Alan Rabinoff, Ed Bush, and Dave
Hartshorn (Jumbo) on May 24th.

Rody Cox, Bill Wagner, Kimmel King, Ed Bush, Hays Griswold (EPA),
and Dave Hartshorn (Jumbo) on June lst.

Terry McParland requested that I accompany Doug Koza, Deputy State Director
and Alan Rabinoff, Chief, Branch of Solid Minerals to the Drum Mine on May
24th and explain the circumstances of Jumbo’s notice of noncompliance,
subsequent appeal to the State Director, and remedial actions agreed to so
far. During this inspection further compliance was discussed with the
operator. It was agreed to by the BLM, that Jumbo would not be held to higher
standards than those required by the State of Utah, Department of
Environmental Quality, Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste during the
sampling of chemical stains and the remediation of the barrels located on the
mine waste rock dump.

I verified Jumbo’s inventory of their explosive and cap magazines during this
inspection, as specified and remanded to the Resource Area Manager in the
BLM’'s State Directors Decision for Jumbo’s appeal of the notice of
noncompliance issued by the House Range Area Manager on April 14, 1995.

It was further requested that on June lgt, I accompany Hays Griswold, On Scene
Coordinator, Environmental Protection Agency to the Drum Mine. After
approximately five minutes at the Drum Mine Mr. Griswold stated he and the EPA
have no additional interest in the property.

David Hartshorn submitted a plan for sampling empty cyanide drums in the
disposal trenches, chemical stains on the waste dump, and cement in rinsed
cyanide drums. The plan proposed to sample this material for cyanide. He was
given an example of a Health and Safety Plan and was asked to submit a Health
and Safety Plan prior to sampling. He was told the BLM and Utah state
agencies would like to review both Jumbo’s Sample Plan and Health and Safety
Plan before accepting them.

A meeting between the BLM, several Utah state agencies, and Jumbo is scheduled

for 12:30 pm, June 14, 1995 at the BLM State Office. The aim of the meeting
is to establish acceptable procedures for conducting sampling.

Signatf Inspector
/ )

Signature of Au?ﬁorized Officer




PHONE CALL/CONVERSATION CONFIRMATION

CONTACT_Ed King DATE_April 12, 1995
PHONE NO. (_512 )_258-6608 OFFICE__ Jumbo Mining Co.

SUBJECT: Notification to Ed King that Jumbo Mining Company has
not fully complied with their notice of noncompliance.

COMMENTS:

On April 12, 1995, I telephoned Ed King after receiving a FAX
copy of a letter, dated April 10, 1995, that Mr. King sent to Rex
Rowley, House Range Resource Area Manager. HRRA received the FAX
on April 11, 1995, at 9:36 am.

In his letter (page 2, paragraph 1) Mr. King states "Together
with the further action which are described below, and the
various action Items which you have dropped from your March 10th
letter, I believe that all items are being .addressed, and that
compliance with all of tour demands and deadlines has been
achieved. Please let me know if you feel otherwise. In any
event, I understand from your April 3, 1995, page 4, that we are
currently in compliance with all of your requests, and thus there
is no need for a formal appeal to the March 10, 1995 Notice of
NonCompliance, which otherwise would be due within 30 days of
receipt of that Notice. Please notify me immediately if this
understanding is not correct.

After reviewing page 4 of BLM’s April 3, 1995 letter, I did not
agree that Jumbo had fully complied with all the demands in that
letter. I telephoned Mr. King to notify him of this. He replied
by saying after further consideration, he had submitted a formal
appeal of the notice of noncompliance to the BLM State Director
to ensure continuation of his administrative rights. I mentioned
during an inspection of the Drum Mine on April 11, 1995, Mr.
Hartshorn had given me copies of both his letter to Mr. Rowley
and the Notice of Appeal to the BLM State Director. I mentioned
some of the State Office personnel were not available for
immediate consultation and hoped we could respond to his letter
to Mr. Rowley in a couple of weeks.

SIGNATURE @G‘S\ (4'74‘
v O




SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection:_April 11, 1995
Case Serial No.:_UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine

Project Description:_Cyanide Heap Leach (Non-operational Status)
Legal Description: T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)

District and Resource Area: Richfield/HRRA

Inspectors: Rody Cox, Sheri Wysondg; Dave Hartshorn and Don
Galvin (Jumbo). ' _

On March 10, 1995, Jumbo Mining Co. (Jumbo) was sent a 43 CFR
3809 notice of noncompliance (NON) for failure to reclaim and
prevent undue and unnecessary degradation of Federal lands. The
infractions specified in the NON are summarized below:

Item 1: Mandated securing the site and an inventory,
characterization, segregation and stabilization of"
materials in drums and other containers on-site. A
related problem is the improper storage of full drums
of sodium cyanide near the solution ponds.

Item 2: Referenced improper storage and disposal of lead acid
batteries and tires on the mine site.

Item 3: Soil stains, possibly from multiple chemical product
sources, suggesting that spillage of chemicals has
occurred on the mine site.

Item 4: Addressed the potential for classification of material
in sample bags as hazardous waste.

Item 5: Transformers on the mine site that may contain PCB’s.

Item 6: Petroleum product storage, spills and/or leaks, which
may be causing unnecessary and undue degradation of
Federal land and ground water.

Item 7: Contamination of the perched aquifer located on and
adjacent to the Drum Mine property.

Item 8: Possible improper storage of potentially hazardous
chemicals in the assay laboratory.

Item 9: Required an inventory of all explosive material on the
property be conducted, for product specification and
usage time frames.



B

The NON required documentation the item cited is not in
noncompliance or remediation of the item. The NON specified
"immediate corrective action must include the securing of the
site and an inventory, characterization, segregation and )
stabilization of materials in drums and other containers on-site.
This response action must, at a minimum, comply with the
requirements of the National Contingency Plan, the provisions of
the Hazardous Waste Operations for Emergency Response and the
OSHA requirement in 29 CFR 1910.120 for the protection of
response personnel."

Corrective actions taken by Jumbo and discussed with the BLM at
the March 20, 1995 inspection, included having a MSHA electrician
examine the power transformers for dielectric fluid (PCBs) and
verify none are present (Item 5); inventory of the powder and cap
magazines for outdated explosive materials, none were reported
(Item 9); Dave Hartshorn, Project Geologist at the Drum Mine said
two of their workers (himself and Don Galvin) inventoried,
characterized, and segregated the material in drums on the waste
dump (Item 1). These workers also collected the old lead acid
batteries on a pallet for recycling, and we discussed their plans
for disposal of the tires (Item 2). During this inspection one
broken lead acid battery was observed inside a trench along with
empty drums of unidentified origin and unknown chemical and
petroleum product releases.

On 2pril 3, 1995, a letter was sent to Jumbo reviewing their
remedial actions. Along with the review, the letter emphasized
that the BLM required a third party, not Jumbo, to test the
contents of a representative number of the barrels and soil
stains. The letter also specified that storage of drums
containing sodium cyanide must comply with the U.S. Department of
Labor Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA), Work Practice
Guidelines, for storage of cyanide mill reagents. 1In response to
the lead acid battery and discarded drums disposed of in the
trench, the April 3, 1995 letter required the waste in the
disposal trenches to be sampled and characterized under the
supervision of the BLM or the State of Utah, Division of Solid
and Hazardous Waste.

The April 11, 1995 inspection was to verify any additional
corrective action(s) Jumbo had taken in response to their NON.
During this inspection we observed their employees were in the
process of cleaning and maintaining the assay laboratory (Item
8). We were shown the location in the mill where Jumbo now
proposes to store the full drums of sodium cyanide. Mr.
Hartshorn felt this location would completely conform to MSHA's
Work Practice Guidelines, for storage of cyanide mill reagents.
As a temporary measure this location may be preferable to the
present open air location on the barren pond liner. Mr.
Hartshorn mentioned Jumbo had contacted Jim Martin at the State
of Utah, Department of Environmental Quality, Division of
Environmental Response and Remediation for compliance with
underground storage tank regulations. He said Jumbo’s contractor



for the design of the recently proposed heap had written a letter
to the State of Utah, Department of Environmental Quality,
Division of Water Quality to continue the permitting process. A
copy of this letter was obtained and is attached to this
inspection report. The submittal of a modified plan of
operations, as required in the NON, was discussed. Mr. Hartshorn
requested the BLM send a letter to Mr. King, Jumbo’s President
outlining the information that should be addressed in this
submittal. We were given a copy of recent correspondence from
Jumbo to Rex Rowley, House Range Resource Area Manager (Attached)
and a copy of Jumbo’s Notice of Appeal for their NON (Attached).

We visited the mine waste dump and Mr. Hartshorn asked if the
discarded samples (Item 4) could be buried in a trench on the
waste dump. I told him they could, but requested that they not
cover over the trench until the other noncompliance issues are
resolved.

Jumbo seems willing to comply with most of the mandates in the
NON. The greatest points of contention are over hiring a third
party contractor to sample barrels and soil stains, as well as,
their legal responsibility for remediation of the perched
aquifer. At the time of this inspection they had not corrected
nor complied with every Item in the notice of noncompliance.

IS Lot it

Signatq:§>of Inspector Signature of“7hthorized Officer

/



SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection:_March 20, 1995

Case Serial No.: UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine

Project Description:_Cyanide Heap Leach (Non-operational Status)
Legal Description: T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)

District and Resource Area: Richfield/HRRA

Inspectors: Rody Cox, Bill Wagner, Ed Bush BLM) ; Wayne Hedber Tom Munson
DOGM) ; Jason Knowlton (DERR); Mark Novak (DWQ); Doug Tavlor, Jeff Vandel

Eric Bajiden (DSHW); Kimmel King (Rinchem); Dave Hartshorn (Jumbo) .

On February 16, 1995, Ed Bush, Kimmel King and I visited the Drum Mine.
During this inspection concerns were raised over notable quantities of
materials that could be subject to identification and listing as hazardous
waste under the 40 CFR 261 regulations.

These are drums of abandoned or discarded chemical products, which appeared
improperly stored, labeled, marked, packaged or disposed of on the mine site;
full drums of sodium cyanide in an open air position located on the solution
ponds liner, near the edge of the barren pond; various discarded lead acid
batteries and tires located on the mine waste dump; chemical and petroleum
product releases; transformers that may contain PCB’s; and several fuel and
oil storage tanks that appeared to be leaking.

On March 10, 1995, a notice of noncompliance (NON) was sent to Jumbo Mining
Company (Jumbo) addressing these issues and requiring their remediation. The
NON specified "immediate corrective action must include the securing of the
site and an inventory, characterization, segregation and stabilization of
materials in drums and other containers on-site. This response action must,
at a minimum, comply with the requirements of the National Contingency Plan,
the provisions of the Hazardous Waste Operations for Emergency Response and
the OSHA requirement in 29 ‘CFR 1910.120 for the protection of response
personnel."

This inspection verified what corrective actions Jumbo had taken in response
to their NON. The corrective actions included having a MSHA electrician
examine the power transformers for dielectric fluid (PCB’s8) and verify none
are present; inventory of the powder and cap magazines for outdated explosive
materials, none were reported; also, Dave Hartshorn, Project Geologist at the
Drum Mine said two of their workers (himself and Don Galvin) inventoried,
characterized, and segregated the material in drums on the waste dump. Four
handouts (Attached) were distributed to the inspectors, which included Jumbo’s
proposed remediation plan for the barrels on the waste dump. The inspection
also revealed at least one lead acid battery was disposed of inside a trench
(in violation of Resource Conservation Recovery Act, RCRA), empty drums of
unidentified origin and unknown chemical and petroleum product releases. The
releases are a violation of the Comprehensive Environmental Response
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), 40 CFR 372.3. Photographs (Attached)
were taken to document conditions on the ground. & map of the facility
(drafted by DOGM) is attached to this report for orientation.

A meeting will be held at the Division of 0il Gas and Mining on

March 27, 1995, with the various concerned agencies to formally determine if
Jumbo’s response was appropriate and in compliance with the directives in the
NON. If not, the severity of the infraction(s) and resulting disciplinary
action, if any, should be decided.

&L [ N

Signaturé\?F Inspector Signature of AutHlorized Officer




03/15/85

C.E. Bowen

P.0O. Box 293
Eureka, UT 84628
801-433-6847

Sirs:

1 inspected the Drum Mine power system and found the following
transformers:

1.

G/S Transformer Dry air cooled
SS5H25 Series D

LV 240/120 VAC

25KVA

No serial number

Acme Transformer Dry air cooled
T-1A-8§3312-35 Style G

SV 480/120 VAC

30 KVA

International Transformer Dry air cooled
Cat # 37S73H6

37.5 KVA at 240/480 - 120/240 VAC

SN # 14876

MGM Transformer Dry air cooled
100EVA at 240/480 - 120/240VAC
SN # 8303-100SD-002-2

MGM Transformer Dry air cooled
9KVA @€ 240/480 - 120/240VAC
SN # 8303-90-008-1 CAT # T9A3K2

. MGM Transformer Dry air cooled

225KVA @ 240/480 -120/240VAC
Cat # T225A3A2

There is no cooling oil used in any of the transformers on
site. They are the dry type units, thus no PCB's are present
on the sites electrical system

3 o

C.

Bowen

423388667
MSHA Elec. L/M Volt Sur
MSHA Elec. High Volt U/S



March 17, 1995
POWDER MAGAZINE INVENTORY

205 bags ANFO (ammonium nitratg)
1 box safety fuse
9 boxes (2000° ea) E-cord
9 boxes (2000° ea) D-cord
S boxes 1/2 & 1 pound boosters
1/2 box fuse lighters
NOTES:
1. All material have indefinite shelf life if kept dry

(verification can be obtained from Burt Explosives)
2. All powder (1x8 dynagel sticks) have been destroyed

CAP MAGAZINE INVENTORY

3 boxes 25MS delays

1 1/2 boxes #6 caps




March 17, 1885

DRUM MINE WASTE DUMP BARREL INVENTORY

e e——————
et

1. RETURNABLE PLASTIC BARRELS--53 TQTAL
2 Muriatic acid
37 black caustic
4 blue caustic
10 Millsperse
. BARRELS CONTAINING CEMENT--18 TOTAL
. RETURNABLE EMPTY CHEVRON QIL BARRELS--7 TOTAL

. EMPTY OIL AND ANTIFREEZE BARRELS--42 TOTAL

b d W N

. BARRELS WITH PARTIAL PETROLEUM PRODUCT CONTENT--37 TOTAL

SUBTOTAL OF BARRELS ON WASTE DUMP = 157

OTHER BARRELS
5 TRASH/BURN BARRELS

NUMEROUS RINSED CYANIDE BARRELS IN WASTE DISPOSAL TRENCH
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BARREL REMEDIATION FOR THE 157 BARRELS ON WASTE DUMP

PLASTIC BARRELS--return to supplier
CEMENT BARRELS--use cement for reclamation (drill hole

plugging, etc.) and dispose of barrels in
permitted disposal trench

CHEVRON BARRELS--return to Sgerry 0il in Delta

EMPTY OIL/ANTIFREEZE BARRELS--steamclean and dispose on
site or haul to recycling center

PARTIALLY FILLED OIL BARRELS--haul to Ag Center in Delta for
disposal
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PHONE CALL/CONVERSATION CONFIRMATION

CONTACT_Ed King DATE_March 15, 1995

PHONE NO. (_512 )_258-6608 OFFICE__Jumbo Mining Co.

SUBJECT_Decision for 3809 Surface Management Notice of

_Noncompliance to Jumbo Mining Co., Drum Mine,dated March 10, 1995

COMMENTS:

On March 14, 1995, I received a FAX of a letter dated

March 13, 1995, from Kimmel King of Rinchem to Ed King at the
Jumbo Mlnlng Company (Jumbo). The letter offered Rinchem’s
services to remediate some potential problems at the Drum Mine,
discussed in their notice of noncompliance (NON). Later that day
I called Ed King to see if he had any questions concerning the
noncompllance. He was not in and I left a message on his
answering machine. Mr. King returned my call after I left work.

At approximately 9:30am on March 15, 1995, I called and spoke to
Ed King over the telephone. Mr. King mentioned that he was
drafting a letter in response to the notice of noncompliance. I
told him several people (Jason Knowlton, DERR; Mark Novak, DWQ;
Doug Taylor, DSHW; and Wayne Hedburg, DOGM) from Utah state
regulatory agencies were interested in visiting the Drum Mine in
the near future. Mr. King said he would FAX HRRA a draft of the
letter prior to the proposed site visit.

Ed King asked if I could clarify a statement in Kimmel King’s
letter to him. The statement reads "Rinchem Company, Inc. is the
sole-source contractor for environmental emergency response and
remediation projects on the 21 million acres of public lands that
are administered by the BLM in the state of Utah." I said
Rinchem has an exclusive contract with the BLM in the state of
Utah to remediate sites on public land. Furthermore, I stated
this does not mean that Jumbo has to hire Rinchem to conduct
remediation at the Drum Mine, enclosed with the NON was a list of
17 other Haz-Mat remediation contractors in the state of Utah who
are certified and authorized to conduct this type of operation.

I emphasized, the BLM is not endorsing nor recommending any
specific company to perform these services.

Ed King stated Dave Hartshorn assured him many of the 157 drums
referenced as an imminent threat in the NON had been properly
rinsed and handled. Mr. King asked if the mine caretaker and
geologist could take care of problems at the Drum Mine. I told
him that I was not very familiar with Haz-Mat procedures and
suggested that he call Bill Wagner, Hazardous Material Management
. Specialist, at the BLM State Office for information regarding the

appropriate procedures. ’
SIGNATURE (EZﬂgii) 2
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SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection:_March 9, 1995 -

Case Serial No.: UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine

Project Description:_Cvanide Heap Leach (Non-o erational Status

Legal Description:_T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)
District and Resource Area:_Richfield/HRRA

Inspector:__Rody Cox, Wayne Hedberg, Tony Gallegos, Lynn Kunzler,

Tom Munson (UDOGM)., and Dave Hartshorn (Jumbo)
REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPUILATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

In 1988, Jumbo Mining Company (Jumbo) acquired the Drum Mine from
Western States Minerals Corporation (Western States). Subsequent
litigation, in Colorado District Court, over the transfer of
reclamation responsibility ensued. One of the issues is
approximately 55,000 cyd of topsoil to be used for reclamation.
The majority of this topsoil was never excavated by Western
States, however; the District Court ruled, since Jumbo was aware
of this problem during acquisition, they should be responsible
for the topsoil.

In compliance with the Courts ruling, Jumbo recently contacted
the Division of 0il Gas and Mining (UDOGM) and informed them
sufficient topsoil exists on the property to make up for the
deficit. Jumbo identified this material by trenching and
volumetric estimations. The purpose of this inspection was to
verify Jumbo’s estimates.

Attached is a copy of a map that shows the location of current
topsoil stockpiles. Areas 1-6 are current topsoil stockpiles.
The total volume of stockpiled topsoil present in areas 1-6 is
approximately 8,500 cyds. The map also shows the locations of
the trenches, areas proposed for topsoil salvage, the average
estimated depth for each of these areas, the acres in each of
these areas, and the cubic yards of top soil proposed for salvage
associated with each of these areas. Areas A-J are the areas )
proposed for topsoil salvage. The total volume of topsoil
proposed for salvage present in areas A-J is approximately
48,700. The combined total of topsoil would be approximately
57,200 cyds, which exceeds the amount currently required for
reclamation (55,000 cyds).



Q*«'%‘rzfi)""

This inspection confirmed that Jumbo’s estimates appear
reasonable. The "topsoil" is composed of multiple soil horizons
and may not be as productive as just the "o plus "A" horizons.
Because these horizons comprise just a thin veneer at this
location, Jumbo is justified in proposing to use augmented soil
horizons for reclamation purposes. A soil analysis needs to be
completed prior to allowing Jumbo to excavate and stockpile the
proposed topsoil. It is recommended several analysis be done.
At minimum one from each soil horizon and one composite sample
from construction fill near the mill and/or process ponds. These
analysis will help to identify any soil deficiencies, as well as
amendments that may be used to increase productivity, hence
facilitate reclamation.

QAN o

Signatqff)of Inspector Signature of Au;%orized Oofficer
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SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection:_February 16, 1995

Case Serial No.: UTU-063447

Operator:_Jumbo Mining Company, Drum Mine

.Project Description:_Cyanide Heap Leach (Non-operational Status)
Legal Description: T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Section 7 (predominantly)

District and Resource Area: Richfield/HRRA

Inspector:__ Rody Cox, E4 Bush,'Kimmel King (Rinchem), and

Don _Gavin (Jumbo)

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

Prior to arriving at the Drum Mlne, Ed Bush, Kimmel King and I
visited near the Black Boy Mine in T. 14 S., R. 11 W., Sec. 25.
This property was mined for manganese by the Department of
Defense (DOD). They would like to turn the property back over to
BLM, but first need to complete reclamation. Somehow the record
was confused and the site recorded as a magnesium mine.

Magnesium is a highly reactive metal. Kimmel King was present to
sample some "ore" stockpiles and confirm the presence of
manganese not magnesium. This task was accomplished.

Next we went to the Drum Mine because Ed Bush and Kimmel King
were curious and wanted to see what activities were being
conducted during the present period of non-operations. During
this inspection concerns were raised over significant quantities
of materials subject to identification and listing as hazardous
waste under the 40 CFR 261 regulations.

Thege are drums of abandoned or discarded chemical products,
which appeared 1mproperly stored, labeled, marked, packaged or
dlsposed of on the mine site; full drums of sodlum cyanide in an
open air position located on the solution ponds liner, near the
edge of the barren pond; various discarded lead acid batteries
and tires located on the mine waste dump; two transformers that
might contain PCB’s; and several fuel and oil storage tanks that
appeared to be leaking.

Ed Bush and Kimmel King decided to return the following day to
complete an inventory of possible problems related to Haz Mat and
43 CFR § 3809 compliance issues.

L (L W

Signa{fﬁ? of Inspector Signature of Au?horized Officer




SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection: April 14, 1993

Case Serial No.:__ UTU-063447 formerly UT-056-07P,-A-B

Operator: __ Jumbo Mining

Project Description:_ Cvanide Heap Leach Mining

Legal. Description: _T. 14 and 15 S$.; R. 10 and 1l W.. Sec. ek

S8 6. 0T, B.9%

District and Resource Area: Richfield/House Range

Inspector: Rody Cox

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

On April 14, 1993, a joint inspection between the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) and the Utah Division of 0il Gas and Mining
(UDOGM) was conducted at Jumbo Mining Company's Drum Mine. 1In
attendance was David Hartshorn, Jumbo Mining; D. Wayne Hedberg,
Lowell Braxton and Tom Mitchell, UDOGM; and Rody Cox, BLM.

Recently a partial decision was rendered by the Colorado Court
cencerning a civil suit between Jumbo Mining Company and Western
States Mining Company. The court decided the wording (transferor
instead of transferee) in the contract for sale of the Drum Mine
was an unintentional mistake. The result is Jumbo has additional
liability.for reclamation. Jumbo claims they will appeal the
ruling when a full decision is certified. Western States has
petitioned UDOGM to release their reclamation bond. One of the
goals of this inspection was to have Tom Mitchell, an attorney
for UDOGM, get a general overview of the mine site and
operations. The total area disturbed by operations at the Drum
mine is about 120 acres. None of the heap leaches are currently
permitted (heaps 1-5 were permitted through 1990) and DWQ has
required Jumbo to rebuild the solution ponds before operations
can resume. Mr. Mitchell indicated UDOGM does not intend to
release Western State's bond in the near future.

A tour of the Drum Mine was conducted by David Hartshorn and
included visits from the office to, Lo-Grade No. 3 heap, No. 1
and No. 2 pits along with the topsoil stockpile, which is
deficient in approximately 50,000 cyds. Two re-vegetation test
plots were inspected. The test plots presented showings of
Halogeton, alsc some grasses and forbs that were teo small to
distinguish the species. Areas on federal land inspected away
from the Drum Mine included the Mizpah Pit, drill sites near Joy
and a proposed topsoil berrow area. Sites visited on state and
private land included the Alto, Monarch and Clara B pits.

SIS 2

Signatu(é}pf Inspector Signature of Agﬁhorized Officer
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PHONE CALL/CONVERSATION CONFIRMATION

CONTACT_Don Gavin DATE_February 24, 1995
PHONE NO. (_801 )_864-864-4697 OFFICE_Drum Mine, Caretaker

SUBJECT_Letter Warning of Potential Hazards to Drum Mine Workers

COMMENTS : Terry McParland, 8.0., Geologist, informed me the S.0. was
drafting a letter to warn employees at the Drum Mine about what
the BLM believes to be potentially hazardous storage conditions
for some of the chemicals at that location.

Afterwards, I spoke with Don Gavin, Drum Mine, Caretaker, and
informed him of some of our concerns and told him to expect a
letter from the BLM elucidating some potentially hazardous
conditions at the Drum Mine.

These conditions were observed on February 16, 1995, by Ed Bush,
Rody Cox (BLM), and Kimmel King (Rin Chem) on site at the Drum
Mine. 1Initial concerns are over the storage of sodium cyanide,
hydrochloric acid, and other possible contaminants. The Fillmore
Office received A FAX, on February 22, 1995, of a preliminary
Hazardous Material assessment report for the Drum Mine, written by
Kimmel King.

PHONE CALL/CONVERSATION CONFIRMATION

CONTACT_David Hartshorn DATE_February 27, 1995
PHONE NO. (_801 ) _864-864-4697 OFFICE_Drum Mine, Geologist

SUBJECT_Letter Warning of Potential Hazards to Drum Mine Workers

COMMENTS : On February 27, 1995, Terry McParland, FAXED me a draft of a
letter warning employees at the Drum Mine about what the BLM
believes to be potentially hazardous storage conditions for some
of the chemicals at that. location.

Afterwards, I spoke with David Hartshorn, Drum Mine Geologist, and
summarized the contents of the letter for him. (Previously on
February 24, 1995, I had left a short message on his answering
machine.) I informed him to expect a letter from the BLM
elucidating some potentially hazardous conditions at the Drum
Mine.

These conditions were observed on February 16, 1995, by Ed Bush,
Rody Cox (BLM), and Kimmel King (Rin Chem) on site at the Drum
Mine. 1Initial concerns are over the storage of sodium cyanide,
hydrochloric acid, and other possible contaminants. The Fillmore
Office received A FAX, on February 22, 1995, of a preliminary
Hazardous Material assessment report for the Drum Mine, written by
Kimmel King.

SIGNATURE @“‘0}\ C%‘ -28-
)
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SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection: 9/02/92
Date of Report: 9/25/92

Case Serial No.:UT-056-7P

Operator: Jumbo Mining Company

Project Description: Heap Leach Mine

Legal Description: T. 15 S., R. 10 W., Sec. 7
District and Resource Area: Richfield/House Range
Inspector: Michael Jackson

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

On this date, I visited the Drum Mountain Mine in conduct of a
ground water evaluation of Busby Spring. I was accompanied by
Phil Zieg, Harvey Gates, and Boyd Christensen, BLM employees. We
checked in at the mine office but the Mine Manager was in the
field.

At the gate to the Drum Mine, several signs to restrict access to
the mine area were posted. (See attached photographs.) These
included signs for private property, no trespassing and posted
land. Signs posted to restrict access to unpatented mining
claims should be approved by the authorized officer of the BLM.
The mine south and east of this gate is located on unpatented
mining claims. A lock is also present on the gate, although it
was not locked at this time.

Appropriate signs related to this mining operations should be
approved by the AO.

Also, it was noted that fluid is retained in the pregnant and
barren ponds. Bureau policy, IM 90-566, requires that cyanide
solution be neutralized upon temporary closure (any cessation
that exceeds 30 days). Since mining has not occurred in two
years, these ponds are probably detoxified, however, the BLM
should verify that the fluid in these ponds is nontoxic.

The operator has also completed some recent backhoe work to
develop the spring. I am not aware of the work being covered
under the plan of operations and an application to appropriate
water was not approved by the State Engineer.

Signatufe of Inspector Signature of 57

Attachment: 4 photos
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3809 FIELD INSPECTION FORM

DATE OF INSPECTION Ayn

~

A

LOCATION: Township_ /4/S J5S

(-~ 199i TIME J4:00D
» Range_ /pw 4w/

CASE SERIAL NO. T — o5/, - 71
, S.L.M.

Section zs ’Subd1v1s1on

Sectiony 5 2f 1 Subdivision

INSPECTORC (oA

T
-

Cl_aimant Name

Operator Nameé}umbo Tl -

Others at Inspection: Michael Nackonn IQM\ Hollaad St '“he[z//f)bér/\\

€ Cox  DISTRICT & RESOURCE AREA L, ~h{ .14 / g

K

s barsc

Present During Inspection: Yes / No

Present During I'nspection:@/ No

! 1~
'1«/);“ !M, ’_

Is the Operation Active? AN -ackwe ,—(~n4u_<_, Sy,

MSHA PERMIT NO.  _1¢, kpc.r. = Is Permit Current? _ /n ks

DOE PERMIT NO. Is Permit Current? 4

DNR PERMIT NO. Is Permit Current?

COUNTY SANITATION PERMIT NO. ' Is Permit Current? i

OTHER PERMITS: )k ,io00,:

Indicate type of operations being conducted: \%n L /

EXPLORATION MINING

___Claim staking _t Underground Mine (Gated? Yes / No)
Clearing of timber or other vegetation < Mine Dumps

= Drill pads
“—Drill holes (Plugged? yes / no)
T Trenches
T Test Pits
~ Bulk Sampling Sites
~ Reopened 01d Adits/Shafts
- (Gated? yes / No)
New Adits/Shafts (Gated? Yes / No)
~ Explosive Use or Storage
“—New Roads Constructed
—__Other (Describe on General Comments)

MILLING
+Milling or Processing Facilities
“—Leaching Pad and/or Ponds
.- Powerlines
~.~Hazardous Materials Present
.. Fuel Tanks (_-Above/\- Below Ground)
Amount Stored gallons or cf
Is Site Lined? MO Bermed? \/ 102

—._Surface Mine
~ Placer Mine
___Tailings Pond
~ . Ore Stockpile
~. Overburden Stockpiles
. Waste Stockpiles
“~ Vehicle Yarding Area
~~ Adits/Shafts in Operation
—__Explosives Use or Storage
~ New Roads Constructed

~ “Hazardous Materials Stored or in Use.

—_Other (Describe on General Comments)

STRUCTURES

L—1emporary Camp Trailers

~_Buildings on Skids

—c-Structures or Bldgs. Affixed to Land
Other Camp Facilities -

—__Sanitary Facilities

_eFull Time Occupancy of Site

+-Seasonal or Temporary Occupancy

Additional Roads
__Other (Describe on General Comments)

_v-Occupancy Identified in Notice/Plan
___Other (Describe on General Comments)
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ACCESS:

Is public access allowed through site (e.g., no gates)?

Describe how access is blocked: ar at o4 (0v0L  <ipne oo

J- J i V.
Describe the location of all new and existing access routes considered to be part of
this project area and show their locations on the attached inspection map:

’H"é’ r;)/,fl r‘FTL\,\/o/k 7)] '}'}\f’ wmlm" ?:' x_%;-,-‘,.)r, kNN Y o) (1'./7/&"',’"‘«" 5
v .

. , .
ALY RE 0 m.op & Sreos
: 3 =

Describe the specifications of the roads (length, width of roadbed, total disturbed
width from top of cuts to toe of sidecast, type of surfacing, presence and frequency

of berms, ditches, culverts, water bars, etc.): i eaeie s ey
H ) M - [ 4 H v
Lovered - .+ N VRN wf 2 NON-artse cdads
: T 7

Are any of the road cuts greater than 3 feet on the inside edge? Was this mentioned
in the notice/plan? (o< O
i ’ '

Was topsoil saved and stockpiled? Yes /@/’J_@:ﬁ\‘enough available
Describe all equipment found on site: +he Fopsoil dobate - 4t Zouct

M;‘<'4'Cfﬁ il”c"*f“ /’Wrw:» /<‘ 1 ﬁ,"/ J'.«n‘;\ﬁ Wi I'/ 6./ s /.';u,"?/ Lo - "-7:_‘}_;:’,’_
OPERATIONS: ‘ |

Is the operation causing obvious erosion or other degradation? MeS - e, r e
[ J

\Jr o /-,‘-He !./4',”..."{;1'4' N e S R T AR I Daﬂ(‘.
1] . !

What type of mining equipment is present? blade Anzerc COUSPSr A imIS ook

. ' i 1
upoe. 4+ =~ ricle e Yol AR 2O I
L \ T

. . . w7 .
Are toxic or hazardous materials stored or used on site? “Jes /' No If yes, describe:

1 , . Py } e .
tha()fy <tore 4 Zupe de  An 'S‘ﬂ'clif{'dn* L E  rar sy

/
Does operator/claimant have DOE permit for HAZMAT use? Yes / No / Are the materials
being stored/used in accordance with conditions of DOE permit? Yes / No (if no,
document on Attachment for immediate notj fication of DOE). ' % HCalTh 1zsves
{

. ~
Y C‘.,\z\-;_'\:_ ’

-~
-

(z-4:

Were weapons observed on site? Yes If yes, describe: Permd Status unkrown
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RECLAMATION:

Has reclamation work reported by operator/claimant been completed: Yes /(_’@

Tailings reshaped: Yes iNo™ Streambeds reshaped: Yes iNo\
Roads/Drill sites reshaped: Yes INo | Topsoil respread: Yes INo /
Drill holes plugged: Yes INo Area reseeded: Yes 'W
Has seeding been Successful Yes No

Describe Condition of Vegetation (e.g., % coverage of disturbed area):g -‘:r...) apr gals

on d.shrbed areas

Area any noxious weeds p'resent on the project area? ’Yes_,f" No Describe weeds and any
measures taken by operator/claimant for control:  halncet niw

——

Is reclamation adequate to allow release of acreage? Yes {No )

If not, what additional work is needed? - Ypn- -\ needed - rrread o s

Total Cumulative Surface Disturbance from Past and Present Operations: qu Acres

Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, but not Acceptable for Deletion : '—  Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not acti ve): - Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not acti ve): - Acres
Total Active Acreage of Disturbance Under this Notice or Plan : 19 Acres

Describe any Corrective Actions that must Take Place Immediately (including onsite
instructions to operator): Ao (mmedi-te ardsan s

Were any obvious violations of other agency permits identified? Yes /"'f@ If yes,
describe permit and nature of violation: Ak o e o A

[y

GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS:
<ée \':) |CQ
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GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERYATIONS AND COMMENTS (cont'd):

OTHER LAND USE OBSERVED:

Are there any landfills or dumps for garbage, refuse, or other materials on site?
Yes / No If yes, describe: PNyne  Ahcos e

Is there any evidence of other public surface use or of potential trespass in the
vicinity?:

no
Livestock Mineral Material Removal
T Type: Number Present ~~_Agriculture Developments
ORV Use (Type: ) ___Timber Removal (Other than Mining Use)
—__Recreation Use (Type: )
___Other Use:

HOW MUCH TIME WAS SPENT ON SITE FOR THE INSPECTION? ~ ! /- i, s

(.,

Signature of Inspector




+ SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspectlon'@ Aue:; - /TC]/
Case Serial No.: UT- 05@ ?f‘)

,’"q:-m/.c:
I

Project Description: haan leq 7 i .‘/\/:
f :

Operator: : ‘Um bo

\
Legal Description: T/‘/S 55 ; L /f\v/ 1/ N, .;*} 35 & 26

Kl 2R,

District and Resour‘ce Area: Qlc‘h* @{C‘ J ’\r’ TL /l“faus‘m lg//r.:'t //‘(

Inspector.AC Ke.d - IQ QQ(

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)
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Signature of Inspector
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Signature of /uthorized Officer




SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection: 9 July 1992

Case Serial No.:_ UT-056-07pP, UT-056-07-A, UT-056-07-B

Operator:__ Jumbo Mining

Project Description: Cyanide Heap Leach Mining

Legal Description: T. 14 and 15 S., R. 10 and 11 W., See. 35
36,5, 7.,.:8. ]

District and Resource Area:_Richfield/House Range

Inspector: Christina Reid, Rody Cox

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

On July 9, 1992, Rody and I stopped at Jumbo Mining to perform a
brief inspection. We first visited the site of the proposed
Mizpah Pit. The drill roads we inspected seem to be re-
vegetating themselves but they are not recontoured. Most of the
older drill holes we found were plugged with cement. The
cuttings are still piled on the surface. The two holes we found
tags for are the Jw 92-1 and MZ 81-23. The '92 hole was not
plugged. Due to the lateness of the day, we decided that another
inspection would need to be scheduled for another full day.

The gate to the main mine was locked. We continued to inspect
the site on foot. The two most disturbing sites were the ponds
and the area with sodium cyanide barrels and open lime bags. The
ponds contained water and the exposed liners were torn in several
places. The cyanide drums and open lime bags were north of the
ponds approximately 100 feet.

We walked to the trailers and visited with Jim Bettridge. He
told us that David Hartshorn was gone for the day. The operation
is still in non-active status. Mr. Bettridge was concerned about
upgrading a road to Jumbo's phone station/receiver. Rody told
him that an amendment to Jumbo's Plan or Notice would need to be
filed 15 days Prior to their work on the road. There are no
unforeseen problems with this proposed work.

Mr. Bettridge assured us that there was no cyanide in the ponds.
They are not covered or fenced. Pictures were taken of the ponds
and drums. A more detailed inspection will be scheduled with Mr.
Hartshorn in the future.

-7
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éigﬁ%ture of . THSpéct.. Signature of Autuorized Officer
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3809 FIELD INSPECTION FORM

DATE OF INSPECTION% |1z, | ag
¥ ]

TIMEG g0 - //’09  CASE SERIAL NO. 7= 454 - 7P -

LOCATION: Township /4 & » Range /& ) , S.L.M.
Section s Subdivision .2 _
Section » s Subdivision l
L Visio jﬁjﬁ S L2 |
INSPECTOR Afiqgh / Wi ggﬁ DISTRICT & RESOURCE AREA RDO - \use RLEWNGE

Claimant Name

Operator Name_Jumho U /i) wry,

Present During Inspection: Yes / No

Present During Inspection:@ / No

DAVID  HARFSHORN ~ M /ML /U puAGEE

Others at Ihspection:

RDO.

Is the Operation Active? hes

Micleae! Jaelbsion

a4 Iémm«m

Uadeninsin

COUNTY SANITATION PERMIT NO. yjpmbompin

DOE PERMIT NO.

DNR PERMIT NO.

Is Permit Current? o, £, 0.0

Is Permit Current?_m%

Is Permit Current? heo
0 .
Is Permit Current? ¢/udesn run

OTHER PERMITS: yfmfm%go/ /féaﬁ/ zevson, w2l lw-é n /c;éa

Indicate type of operations being conducted:

EXPLORATION
Claim staking
__Clearing of timber or other vegetation
T:gf(iu pads
_BFi11 holes (Plugged? yes / no)
. Trenches
—_Test Pits
—__Bulk Sampling Sites
—__Reopened 01d Adits/Shafts
- (Gated? yes / No)
New Adits/Shafts (Gated? Yes / No)
___Explosive Use or Storage
New Roads Constructed
___Other (Describe on General Comments)

MILLING

(/ﬁh’ng or Processing Facilities

:'/p,eaching Pad and/or Ponds
owerlines

—_Hazardous Materials Present

—_Fuel Tanks ( ove/_eBelow Ground)

Amount Stored gallons or cf

MINI
ﬁerground Mine (Gated? Yes /@)
“Mipe Dumps
—Surface Mine
~ Placer Mine
~ Tailings Pond
~_Bfe Stockpile
AVerburden Stockpiles
_,jés,te Stockpiles
—_Aehicle Yarding Area )2
—Adits/Shafts imBperation abandini

- __Explosives Use or Storage

~ New Roads Constructed
r rdous Materials Stored or in Use.
___Other (Describe on General Comments)
STRUCTURES
emporary Camp Trailers

uildings on Skids
—Z7S5iuctures or Bldgs. Affixed to Land
~ Other Camp Facilities -
T Sanitary Facilities
_LFull Time Occupancy of Site

Is Site Lined? No Bermed? TR
___Additional Roads Y
__Other (Describe on General Comments)

\féasona] or Temporary Occupancy
_Uccupancy Identified in Notice/Plan

___0Other (Describe on General Comments)
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“@ ACCESS:

Is public access allowed through site (e.g., no gates)? AO

Describe how access is blocked: gZQZZ ﬂ,v\j fgﬁi,ﬁf ﬂzéﬁﬁﬂm:

Describe the location of all new and existing access routes considered to be part of
this project area and show their locations on the attached inspection map:

Ao, onileypun yrond & oty g 2 tund o mand
vl //GCMW ad _lud o fo ('W&J Www‘zy
—@Ly&ﬁw Ma,f \ szﬂ [ﬂf‘uﬂ’f% Mg /’Wd ORA -

Describe the specifications of the roads (length, w1dth of roadbed, total disturbed
width from top of cuts to toe of sidecast, type of surfacing, presence and frequency
of berms, ditches, culverts, water bars, etc.): AL G140 S

oud one  budt fo My sﬁmadwm
Large ot bad Hrneks

v

Are any of the road cuts greater than 3 feet on the inside edge? Was this mentioned

in the notice/plan? uls 7Y
rvj 174

-

Was topsoil saved and stockpiled? Yes /@ / @enough available ~ ¢

Cj Mo-!HO’@ QISV\—lcUJtm \'K;"WQMI\ oly o Prov.fus GWW C@Ss%k 63\3" @;Ooau\blu/am(% hos Tean S

Describe all equipment found on site:

OPERATIONS:

Is the operation causing obvious erosion or other degradation? %w jw/au
pired_ontap oud Mg m/m‘mﬂfw drovsle. ./cw‘alzm

What type of mining equi pment is present? M (7/144,{{/114‘ A—VVW M
Seanrtr Lodese Do, ppanoto lopslors . vanvve quwet hisd dizp Fnctes

Are toxic or hazardous materials stored or used on site? @/ No If yes, describe:

sy e, Qoo Sedh  Mpycm Gymée?, yrous [ph Oarsnests

Does operator/claimant have DOE permit for HAZMAT use? Yes / No / Are the materials
being stored/used in accordance with conditions of DOE permit? Yes / No (if_no,
document on Attachment for immediate potification of DOE) Pop  dve not issoe pemets
Were weapons observed on site? Yes /(Ng I:g/es descmbe Mare b /M{vcb ”@

i Af /ta’aﬁm Pt0edt ot Wb
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f-’ ~ RECLAMATION:

)
g

3 '
“'-l'g;_,x.r%‘l

U

Has reclamation work reported by operator/claimant been completed: Yes / @

Tailings reshaped: Yes Streambeds reshaped: Yes @®
Roads/Drill sites reshaped: Yes Topsoil respread: Yes @
Drill holes plugged: Yes Area reseeded: Yes (No)
Has seeding been Successful Yes '

Describe Condition of Vegetation (e.g., % coverage of disturbed area):_&_ﬁ,%%{,\

W*ﬁ v oholunhed  sress

Area any noxious weeds present on the project area? (W No Describe weeds and any
measures taken by operator/claimant for control: #/wﬁomc?' , ét/z

MM ) W Aing & be Aiﬂlm/ FMW

Is rec]amam on adequate to aHow release of acreage? Yes @

If not, what additional work is needed? R_uuwo/\m p“eﬁ@l&n% WW

v
Total Cumulative Surface Disturbance from Past and Present Operations: [ (2 Acres

Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, but not Acceptable for Deletion : Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not active): & Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not active): O Acres
Total Active Acreage of Disturbance Under this Notice or Plan : {@ Acres

Describe any Corrective Actions that must Take Place Immediately (including onsite
instructions to operator): (Ase S  gatonok, (ool . . /Y
U /4

-

-

) L ’/ T /Y, / Y __ kA 5 /1/ .‘Ylmlm ULy UIN m Wﬁm
Were an obv1os v1o]at1 ons “of other agency perm1ts identified? No _yeﬁ
describe permit and nature of violation: J\M,pd W&M‘{T an A /;7/.,4,

__@@c_owq/wv(ﬁ( poands, 757raem/ wrd st Saémuj =

GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS:
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'qﬁs GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS (cont'd):

.-

)

OTHER LAND USE OBSERVED:

Are there any landfills or dumps for garbage, refuse, or other materials on site?
Yes / No If yes, describe: rne j?

Is there any evidence of other public surface use or of potential trespass in the

i iea,
vicinity?: ol cﬁiAeAAﬁ?

___Livestock Mineral Material Removal

Type: Number Present - _Agriculture Developments

ORV Use (Type: ) Timber Removal (Other than Mining Use)
—__Recreation Use ({Type: ) T

Other Use:

HOW MUCH TIME WAS SPENT ON SITE FOR THE INSPECTION7 Z /ZG&/&O on S;éZQ

' 2 add il cris  on Wﬁo«.@ﬂfv& e L. . {M(/W

19na 0T lnspector
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SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection: 03//5/70
/ v

Case Serial No.:U7- 054 07F

Operator: Jpumbo WM«M &wm/ww,

Project Description: ONﬂimuﬂwwz $7‘r{97pww CM/W& éaap&aaé\ﬂu%@
Legal Description:__ 7 /_5'—< £ 10 W 22 7

District and Resource Area:_ K/ dtw 91079'"72 Hruae Fevae Hreo
Inspector: PZuAfJ MM GMMWW&([ éo,g /Z/MM// n‘wﬁ,aw

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)

A 5“{{ f-‘éfw\"{ Wﬁu/’mfe& m ?//f/‘?o ég /W&f Alluck Wﬂ‘aﬂzmﬁﬂm

Lbs ond posmct puater rpeadin. Tha propss §f s wapeeion
W MFQM Tha kg‘m fo gdarwﬂfdl fo e numy. pedber
Murd o Joshoan Wi Jouned Aums The second coas # o

MW/MW”{WW /VIZW“\PJM
wedltr emsudgitun aa a gWuu/ WM/D%WWW&

o AT He ,émo Qhud dwn focaigs
P )
7WM The wolor %WW‘WZM drrzom, - /Z'Wé%

poon by Umdualid by Carkor bl 7@&“%%%&*%

pvidwns . W ”’%W@”W‘% ooty of pH o
oo . Ml 5 Wwé o plt betven 0.5 4o (. Hyduogen
%M@MW M‘@me!@ﬂwwhd o #W{sw
95 s Aclrn, M WWMW m@wm

%AW W%‘“”“W’ %afffﬂ rm f”@iﬁ:“w/
W Slgrﬁre oﬁ Inspector

/JAA NI

Signature of Au(tJ'\orized Officer




JUME) MINING COMPAMN 1Y /427 007

6305 Fern Spring Cove
Austin, Texas 78730

Tel. (512) 346-4537

Fax (512) 346-3188
::3
) EEEIVE
1 e
- ! 1005
F O on Nov. 30, 1995
205 B MINING File: DERR1195

Kent Gray, Executive Secretary (UST)

Utah Solid and Hazardous Waste Control Board
Division of Environmental Response and Remediation
168 North 1950 West

P.0. Box 144840

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4840

RE: Closure notice for underground tanks at the Drum Mine
Facility ID #2000244

Dear Mr. Gray:

Enclosed is our closure notice with accompanying soil analysis
and chain of custody for our two underground tanks at the Drum
Mine (facility ID #2000244). The tanks were closed on Oct 24,

1995 by Conrad Miller under the supervision of Gary Astin
(DERR) and Bruce Hall (Central Utah Public Health Department).

Sincerely,

{iQZLfﬂﬂﬂlAé%Zggﬁ

David Hartshorn
Project Hanageerrum Mine

cc: Rody Cox, BLHM
Wayne Hedberg, DOGM



.- 3809 FIELD INSPECTION FORM e T

DATE OF INSPECTION lel-%- _TIME (0538 aen CASE SERIAL NO. x/.-f ?35.&7”.—75‘1-— ",

" LOCATION: Township 1S € Range 10w _, S.L.M. )
Section R Subdivision - G, 7 8 16 zwl‘\
Section » Subdivision (FMS A
INSPECTOR P Adle. r DISTRICT & _RESOURCE AREA Hous,e w / E.mb.ﬁeu____;_

[ __,_,._,,...__. .

C'Ia1mant Name ju M\zc Muomo\ (“o Present Dur'ing Inspection. ~‘/ No"‘
Operator Name Ju M\oo ﬂmmm\ Co Present During Inspection: @/ No =

thers at Inspection: Mo .
0 pection:_ Yoy H(M’rshom e Mavagec

Is the Operation Active? ’1 ves
MSHA PERMIT NO, """ =577 " " ""'Ig permit Current?__ ‘ges L
. DOE PERMIT NO- o No —{—~’-———<—Is Permit Current? -———
DNR PERMIT NO. i’ﬂ!ﬂfﬂﬂﬂfd fea lftn . Is Permit Current? NO ‘
A§ COUNTY SANITATION PERMIT NO. Aﬁ) IS Permit Current? —
Lj‘  OTHER PERMITS: ydo &t M /027/007_ — guret . uwdor apyiston

Indicate type of operat‘lons bemg conducted

EXPLORATION - MI%,NE e el TR e
) "C"laim Stak‘ing ST ’

o - T _‘_/"n/dergroUnd"m‘ne (Gated? Yes / o)
“Clearing of timber or other vegetation ine Dumps

—Bri1l pads —Surface Mine
_,4r111 holes (P]ugged" yes / no) " Placer Mine L
renches e e Tailings Pond -

Test Pits ... :
s = TTRulk SampHn
2= Reopened 01d Ad'its/Sha.
i " . (Gated? yes / No) * :
“— " New Adits/Shafts (Gated? Yes / No) = _
" T_Explosive Use or Storage - —__Explosives Use or Storage
7 New Roads Constructed - , .+ T New Roads Constructed i’
_Other, (Describe on Genera1 Comments) . . ~_Mazardous Materials Stored ‘or_in Use."
- i P Other (Describe on General-Comments)

"smu TURES
yTemporary Camp Trail
~_Buildings on Skids %

Ore Stockpile’
: Ove;burden Stock 1es’

s

Adits/Shafts in Operation

: "ﬂ%‘&mg or Processing Facilities
‘ eaching Pad and/or Ponds RN
lines = E >

Affixed to Land' }

ructures or Bldgs.
azardous Materials Present T Other Camp Facilities - -
) | el Tanks (__Above/_u uBéTow Ground) —Sanjtary Facilities
. Amount Stored gallons or cf 1 Time Occupancy of Site = .
\ Is Site Lined? (o Bermed? wp /(S%a»sonﬂ or Temporary Occupancy
___Additional Roads cupancy Identified in Notice/Plan
—__Other (Describe on General Comments) —__Other (Describe on General Comments)

e m——— - J e w P T e



et

ACCESS:

Is public access allowed through site (e.g., no gates)? AJo.

Describe how access is blocked: Q& - area ol Scevmed
=4 [

Describe the Tocation of all new and existing access routes considered to be part of
this project area and show their locations on the attached inspection map:

Mo Ml Ropde . se rse v KU M 33 [0 (e Toon
Cod  Mizpoh O plog  amnocdpa,d  fr ocph i g,
Aistorbed orons

Describe the specifications of the roads (length, width of roadbed, total disturbed
width from top of cuts to toe of sidecast, type of surfacing, presence and frequency
of berms, ditches, culverts, water bars, etc.): O tities T om0

2 ]

[Sudo Jary | M are _azall emdA}L;/, __Ttase are
MMie rptao M/&MW Uy A ca’ s lonn 4{,'7,///\
Pl bpnd 2/ g s pres hag berer gsérhed . .

Are any of the road cuts greater than 3 feet on the inside edge? Was this mentioned
in the notice/plan? v A_roods  boawe B a0 Lova

AAoudﬁan}(l-

Was topsoil saved and stockpiled? @ / No / Not enough available

Describe all equipment found on site: Mig g #ﬁéﬁ‘ 3 fg@g noded Consdisr
J /7

MM MW//\f‘WZ/M rm‘wn;, n{; / baud frncky / /oz’w@ﬁ:/ Zaanl fove s
OPERATIONS:

Is the operation causing obvious erosion or other degradation? Lo

.
« -

What type of mining equipment is present? VAL, . ¢ . "

Conanordy voek or sdergrned) aod  sytpes cpernfions

Are toxic or hazardous materials stored or used on site? ‘g / No If yes, describe:

C’S;ﬂ#u% 45 sl and Sk, @4///%»/071/ 2 A Lot AT L gom e N

Does operator/claimant have DOE permit for HAZMAT use? Yes /@)/ Are,the materials ~

being stored/used in accordance with conditions of DOE pc)ermit? Yes /(@_(if no/,Z ,

document on Attachment for immediate notification .of DOE). o oy’ (S feew

,ueggvlt/{;/ Wt 'D{;Mﬁpdafo{ {\%’@({1 ﬂfﬂ//&/‘ 5 2 & fwz (] _2%:«494?00/((%’

Were weapons observed on si\te? Yes /@ If yes, describe: Lo (7 Crdlebove a7 7y
30.0¢  Clorry were wld . focdrh maue S

e b—u/b[&d Voo Wxapdn

|
!
[
i
i
;



RECLAMATION:

Has reclamation work reported by operator/claimant been completed: Yes / No

Tailings reshaped: Yes No Streambeds reshaped: Yes No
Roads/Drill sites reshaped: Yes No Topsoil respread: Yes No
Drill holes plugged: Yes No Area reseeded: Yes No
Has seeding been Successful Yes

Describe Condition of Vegetation (e. g., % coverage of disturbed area): W/z,/
[4

2lad it gindpnco S /7[&/(0@47(:?74

Area any noxious weeds present on the project area? 0 No Describe weeds and any
measures taken by operator/claimant for control: Wmv‘au ol

ggﬁ&&f wih St L Mm s ﬂWmf A Qi .QM?Q///MW/ hnges

Is reclamation adequate to allow re]ease of acreage? Yes @

If not, what additional work is needed" M"GM 20 Lorealion ysark
‘1 5%” (mwreé?

Total Cumulati ve Surface Disturbance from Past and Present Operations: /,ZQ Acres

Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, but not Acceptable for Deletion : Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not active): % Acres
Total Acreage Reported as Reclaimed, and Accepted by BLM (not active): O Acres
Total Active Acreage of Disturbance Under this Notice or Plan :/.522 Acres

Describe any Corrective Actions that must Take Place Immediately (including onsite
instructions to operator): MNEpQ

Were any obvious violations of other agency permits identified? Yes /@V If yes,
describe permit and nature of violation:

GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS:

* s 2 ane wwroyma?fz usgund_ popnyrad  Fore ﬂg‘g T paoluds

He 1489 M‘Lrwa:la by DOGA for  The nruw/null ores 2|
Adee —:@r . Ml:wm At /uef’ Jo be puiped bt ,%ggpa& 7 Mllé, -
(-/llféH’d by QAW{W\ o]l Y pems  ondwntl o

VRLLooS /m,aj 00dS o BeM adnnstore A lord o
;@c@% Aag beenn W&ZM gt 0@5@654 _pereppi) Yesefaliss,




GENERAL INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS (cont'd):

Hos oot st bupn o5t bhshed .

Thg _ mtgst 4< C’amaoofum a //Ms'r /n//eﬁ/r’ﬁ £st o Ha
boutres _pgn Ao czﬁaigz%zof 4%& 1lez QD%zagﬁﬁéaéaJT
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7le pegpr o aé'c’uf A ﬁmfm a Je’é(éfﬂ} \T/uz& ne  Fe
Qo o{ouc{j, gemmn/ ﬂ&#.onzr/’ e X ﬂwd‘ure.f azd

e g #of 7{\2 WM ] d@g@/fémmam

OTHER LAND USE OBSERVED:

g there any landfills or dumps for garbage, refuse, or other materials on site?
Yes)/ No If yes, describe: Hoz,we 15 27 4 M;ﬂ% A Aus grerntor
A

‘%944? 494Jf& /< .ﬂébﬁﬁ7 a&f y%cﬁva4' é&”& rv! 56ﬂ7b9ﬂr/ réﬁ? /Lccfze

Is there any evidence of other public surface use or of potential trespass in the
vicinity?:

___Livestock Mineral Material Removal

Type: Number Present ~_Agriculture Developments

ORV Use (Type: ) Timber Removal (Other than Mining Use)
~ Recreation Use {Type: ) -

Other Use:

A AMQ’J 7 MZZZ%@ e o< %a\ﬂ. ﬂﬂw%ﬁfd_‘y
/10 Apirrly ) dUZ ot prre Mo strgn

HOW MUCH TIME WAS SPENT ON SITE FOR THE INSPECTION? /¢ /;@guﬁi_

-

Slgnagre % inspector i
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SURFACE INSPECTION
COMPLIANCE REPORT

Date of Inspection: /7//&/70
7 7

Case Serial No.:_ ¢/ -54 -7p
Operator: Symbs o Ah;u4§3 é%$0WﬁLf;ﬁq i \
Project Description: Q?‘ necls é@aﬂo /o@éz/ ﬂymxﬂf} //,z/ﬁfaézzmwl |
Legal Description:_ T/5 S AL /0 iJ

District and Resource Area: () eftledl) / Hovse Roues
tnspector:___ 20 MlaxA

REPORT NARRATIVE (REFERENCE STIPULATIONS BY NUMBER OR TITLE)
;5 WWM& ﬁdbévm \5—0,&00 Goof/d's VV‘ 2.5 Ao & gesee.
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